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pur State. To this Sir Beauchamp replied that he agreed that you
are a man of peace, but you and your men's visit, he thought, would
bring you and your men in contact with the masses in the famine-
stricken areas, and this he did not like for obvious political
reasons. I told him that you cannot be expected to submit to the
order for an indefinite period, and that it would be better in the
interests of the State and the people, in view of the statement you
have published in the Press after you had been served -with the
order, if the order were recalled so that unnecessary trouble may be
avoided. He was adamant, and he said that he was prepared to
meet any situation that might arise if you disobeyed the order. He
said that the Congressmen are out for a revolution by means of a
non-violent struggle. But non-violence, he said, was a force as
powerful or perhaps more powerful than violence. He further
said Indians "were playing upon the humane instincts in the Eng-
lish race, but if there was Japan or Herr Hitler instead of the
English in India, we could not have succeeded so well with our
non-violence.

^He, then, said that it was his considered opinion that non-vio-
lence, however strict, must be met by violence, and his reply to the
non-violent movement in Jaipur would be the 'machine-gun.9
I pointed out to him that all Englishmen "were not of his way of
thinking, and even the English race as such would not agree with
him. He said: 'That may or may not be so/ but personally he
was of the opinion that there was no difference between non-
violence and violence, and that there would be nothing wrong
in using violence against non-violence.

"If you or Mahatmaji desire to make use of this statement, I
have no objection."

I considered this to be so startling that I referred
it to the Prime Minister in the following letter (18-1-39):

"My first thought was to publish the accompanying letter pur-
porting to describe your attitude with regard to the ban on Seth
Jamnalalji's entry into Jaipur State. But, on second thoughts, I
felt that my purpose would be better served by sending you a
copy of Shri Chudgar's letter and inviting your opinion on it. My
purpose is to promote harmony between the Princes and the
people and between English officials and the people who are
obliged in one way or the other to come in contact with
them, to secure justice wherever possible by friendly nego-
tiation. And now that I have felt the necessity of writing to
you, whatever may be your opinion on Shri Chudgar's letter, I
would like to suggest to you that the bans upon Seth. JamnalaIJi
and his organization might be removed without endangering the
peace of Jaipur State.  Indeed, I feel that peace is certainly
endangered by the bans."